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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 31-53 are presented for examination. Claims 1-30 have been canceled. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 12/28/2004 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Therefore, rejection of claims 31-53 is maintained. 

Applicant argues, (1) "This application originally contained claims 1 -30. Claims 1 -30 
have been cancelled without prejudice and new claims 31 -53 have been added. All of the claims 
overcome the prior art of record". The examiner respectfully disagrees in response to applicant's 
arguments. Claims 1-30 were rejected under 35 U.S. C 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yanagawa et. al. 5,535,407 (Hereafter Yanagawa) in view of Chen et. al. 6,195,694 (Hereafter 
Chen), as per paper number 6, dated 1/26/2004. Since, claims 31-53 have been newly added, 
they are addressed by the new ground(s) of rejection (please refer to the below rejections of this 
office action). Therefore, the rejection is maintained. 



Specification 

3. The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. Title should not contain words like, 
"especially". 

The following title is suggested: "A remote system to configure management center of 
point of sale terminals". 
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Claim Objections 

4. Claims 32-34, 36-40, 42-45, 47-53 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
Claims 32-34, 40 mention, "A method for configuration of point-of-sale terminals", 

which is incorrect. It should be " The method for configuring point-of-sale terminals". 

Claims 36-39, mention, "A method for configuring point-of-sale terminals", which is 
incorrect. It should be " The method for configuring point-of-sale terminals". 

Claims 42-45, 47-53, mention, "A system for configuring point-of-sale terminals", which 
is incorrect. It should be " The system for configuring point-of-sale terminals". 

Claim 49 is missing "." (period) after "linked files". 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter, which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 31- 35, 38-48 and 51-53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 31, recite the limitations, " said first file", " said second file", " said management 
center", " said selected application", " said at least one selected point of sale terminal ", " said 
selected at least one selected point-of-sale terminal", " said at least one selected point of sale 
terminal ". There is insufficient antecedent basis for these limitations in the claim. Since, 
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multiple management center exist in the claim it is not clear which management center is 
referred by theses limitations. 

Claims 32, 34, 38, 39, 43, 45 and 51 recite the limitation, " said management center". 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. Since, multiple management 
center exist in the claim it is not clear which management center is referred by this limitation. 

Claims 33, 44, 52 and 53 recite the limitations, " said management center", "the basis of 
said parameter structure". There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
Since, multiple management center exist in the claim it is not clear which management center is 
referred by this limitation. 

Claim 35 recites the limitations, " said management center", " said at least one selected 
point of sale terminal ", " said selected application", " said selected at least one selected point-of- 
sale terminal", " said at least one selected point of sale terminal ". There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for these limitations in the claim. Since, multiple management center exist in the claim it is 
not clear which management center is referred by theses limitations. 

Claim 40 recites the limitations, " said management center", " said configuration builder". 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. Since, multiple management 
center exist in the claim it is not clear which management center is referred by these limitations. 

Claim 41 recites the limitations, " said first file", " said second file", " said at least one 
selected point of sale terminal ". There is insufficient antecedent basis for these limitations in the 
claim. 

Claims 42 and 47 recite the limitations, " said management center", " said selected 
application", " said selected at least one selected point-of-sale terminal", " said at least one 
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selected point of sale terminal ". There is insufficient antecedent basis for these limitations in the 
claim. Since, multiple management center exist in the claim it is not clear which management 
center is referred by theses limitations. 

Claim 46 recite the limitations, " said management center", " said selected application", 
" said at least one selected point of sale terminal ". There is insufficient antecedent basis for these 
limitations in the claim. Since, multiple management center exist in the claim it is not clear 
which management center is referred by theses limitations. 

Claim 48 recites the limitations, " said at least one selected point of sale terminal ". There 
is insufficient antecedent basis for these limitations in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 31-33, 38, 39, 41, 43, 44, and 46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable overKeidel et al., Tokheim Corporation, 6,470,288 (Hereinafter Keidel-Tokheim) 
in view of Paul et al., IBM, 6,466,972 (Hereinafter Paul-IBM) and Swartz et al, U.S. Publication 
2001/0015375, Symbol Technologies Inc., (Hereinafter Swartz-Symbol-Tech). 

8. As per claims 3 1, 41, 46, Keidel-Tokheim clearly a method for configuring point-of-sale 
terminals and at least one management center communicating therewith (e.g., col., 1, line 29 - 
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col., 2, line 48, figure 2), and a system for configuring point-of-sales terminals (e.g., col., 1, line 
29 - col., 2, line 48, figure 2), comprising: 

employing a configuration builder (e.g., col., 1, line 29 - col., 2, line 48, figure 2, col., 5, 
lines 31 -61), 

supplying application to a management center (e.g., col, 1, line 29 - col., 2, line 48), 

operating the management center to select the application for at least one selected point- 
of-sale terminal (e.g., col., 1, line 29 - col., 2, line 48, figure 2), 

employing at least one management center receiving an application and software 
information (e.g., col., 1, line 29 - col., 2, line 48), 

supplying the application and information to the at least one selected point of sale 
terminal (e.g., col., 1, line 29 - col., 2, line 48, figure 2). 

However, Keidel-Tokheim does not specifically mention about usage of first and second 
linked files. 

Paul-IBM teaches the well-known concept of using a device to create first and second 
linked files (e.g., figures 2 and 5, col., 7, line 10 - col, 8, line 41), an application generator 
utilizing the first file to create an application (e.g., col., 8, lines 5 - 41), supplying the second file 
to a device (e.g., col., 8, lines 35 - 65), a parameter structure generator utilizing the second file to 
define a parameter structure which is adapted to the application and linked thereto (e.g., col., 7, 
line 47 - col, 8, line 64), associating the parameter structure which is adapted to the selected 
application with the device (e.g., col., 6, lines 26 - 57), employing the parameter structure for 
setting parameter values suitable for the selected application and the selected device (e.g., figure 
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3, col., 5, line 33 - col., 6, line 24) , supplying the application and the parameter values to the 
device (e.g., figure 5, col., 9, line 35 - col., 10, line 25). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teachings of Keidel-Tokheim with the teachings of Paul-IBM in order 
to facilitate usage of linked files because the linked files would help link the software and the 
software information for the device. The content of the link files including the parameter 
structure would help configure device. 

However, Keidel-Tokheim and Paul-IBM do not specifically mention about selected 
point of sale terminal. 

Swartz-Symbol-Tech teaches the well-known concept of selected point of sale terminal 
(e.g., col., 8, paragraphs 48 and 49). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teachings of Keidel-Tokheim and Paul-IBM with the teachings of 
Swartz-Symbol-Tech in order to facilitate selection of point of sale terminal because the 
selection would help know which point of sale terminal needs to be configured among the group 
of point of sale terminals. Upon selection, the selected point of sale terminal would help know 
where the configuring information needs to be sent. 

9. As per claims 32, 43, Keidel-Tokheim, Paul-IBM and Swartz-Symbol-Tech teach the 
claimed limitations rejected under claims 31 and 41. Paul-IBM also teaches the device is 
automatically operative to configure an operator interface (e.g., figure 8). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teachings of Keidel-Tokheim, Paul-IBM and Swartz-Symbol-Tech in 
order to facilitate configuring an operator interface because the configuration information would 
help update the information displayed in the operator interface. The content of the link files 
including the parameter structure would help configure the device and further help update the 
information of the operator interface. 

10. As per claims 33, 44, Keidel-Tokheim, Paul-IBM and Swartz-Symbol-Tech teach the 
claimed limitations rejected under claims 3 1 and 41. Paul-IBM also teaches the device is 
automatically operative to configure at least one database in the center device (e.g., figure 8). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teachings of Keidel-Tokheim, Paul-IBM and Swartz-Symbol-Tech in 
order to facilitate configuring a database of the central device because the configuration 
information would help update the information stored in the database of the central device. The 
content of the link files including the parameter structure would help configure the device and 
further help update the information in the database of the central device. 

11. Claims 34, 40, 42, 45, 47-53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Keidel-Tokheim, Paul-IBM, Swartz-Symbol-Tech and Goodwin, III, NCR Corporation, 
6,520,4 1 1 (Hereinafter Goodwin-NCR-Corporation). 

12. As per claims 34, 40, 42, 45, 47-53, Keidel-Tokheim, Paul-IBM and Swartz-Symbol- 
Tech teach the claimed limitations rejected under claims 31, 41 and 46. However, Keidel- 
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Tokheim, Paul-IBM and Swartz-Symbol-Tech do not specifically mention about reflecting 
changes made by a software programmer in the application. Goodwin-NCR-Corporation teaches 
the well-known concept of reflecting changes made by a software programmer in the application 
(e.g., figures 3 and 6, col., 5, lines 29 - 66). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teachings of Keidel-Tokheim, Paul-IBM and Swartz-Symbol-Tech 
with Goodwin-NCR-Corporation in order to facilitate changes made by a software programmer 
in the application because the software programmer modified application would help update the 
configuration information. The configuration information would help update the information 
stored in the database of the central device. The content of the link files including the parameter 
structure would help configure the device and further help update the information in the database 
of the central device. 

13. Claim 35 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Keidel-Tokheim 
in view of Swartz-Symbol-Tech. 

14. As per claim 35, Keidel-Tokheim clearly a method for configuring point-of-sale 
terminals and at least one management center communicating therewith (e.g., col., 1, line 29 - 
col, 2, line 48, figure 2), and a system for configuring point-of-sales terminals (e.g., col, 1, line 
29 - col, 2, line 48, figure 2), comprising: 

employing a configuration builder (e.g., col., 1, line 29 - col., 2, line 48, figure 2, col., 5, 
lines 31 -61), 

supplying application to a management center (e.g., col., 1, line 29 - col., 2, line 48), 
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operating the management center to select the application for at least one selected point- 
of-sale terminal (e.g., col., 1, line 29 - col., 2, line 48, figure 2), 

employing at least one management center receiving an application and software 
information (e.g., col., 1, line 29 - col., 2, line 48), 

supplying the application and information to the at least one selected point of sale 
terminal (e.g., col, 1, line 29 - col, 2, line 48, figure 2). 

However, Keidel-Tokheim do not specifically mention about selected point of sale 
terminal. 

Swartz-Symbol-Tech teaches the well-known concept of selected point of sale terminal 
(e.g., col., 8, paragraphs 48 and 49). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teachings of Keidel-Tokheim with the teachings of Swartz-Symbol- 
Tech in order to facilitate selection of point of sale terminal because the selection would help 
know which point of sale terminal needs to be configured among the group of point of sale 
terminals. Upon selection, the selected point of sale terminal would help know where the 
configuring information needs to be sent. 

15. Claims 36-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Keidel- 
Tokheim and Swartz-Symbol-Tech in view of Paul-IBM. 

16. As per claim 36, Keidel-Tokheim and Swartz-Symbol-Tech teach the claimed limitations 
rejected under claim 35. However, Keidel-Tokheim and Swartz-Symbol-Tech do not 
specifically mention about the application is created by utilizing a first of first and second linked 
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files. Paul-IBM teaches the well-known concept of the application is created by utilizing a first 
of first and second linked files (e.g., figures 2 and 5, col., 7, line 10 - col., 8, line 41). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teachings of Keidel-Tokheim and Swartz-Symbol-Tech with the 
teachings of Paul-IBM in order to facilitate creating of the application utilizing a first of first and 
second linked files because the linked file would help link the software and the software 
information for the device. The linked software and the software information would help update 
the information in the device. 

17. As per claim 37, Keidel-Tokheim, Swartz-Symbol-Tech and Paul-IBM teach the claimed 
limitations rejected under claims 35 and 36. Paul-IBM also discloses the parameter structure is 
defined by utilizing a second of the first and second linked files and is adapted to the application 
and linked thereto (e.g., col., 7, line 47 - col., 8, line 64). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teachings of Keidel-Tokheim and Swartz-Symbol-Tech with the 
teachings of Paul-IBM in order to facilitate the parameter structure defined by utilizing a second 
of the first and second linked files and which is adapted to the application and linked thereto 
because the linked file would help link the software and the software information for the device. 
The content of the link file including the parameter structure would help configure device. The 
linked software and the software information would help update the information in the device. 
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18. As per claims 38, Keidel-Tokheim, Swartz-Symbol-Tech and Paul-IBM teach the 
claimed limitations rejected under claim 35. Paul-IBM also teaches the device is automatically 
operative to configure an operator interface (e.g., figure 8). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teachings of Keidel-Tokheim, Swartz-Symbol-Tech and Paul-IBM in 
order to facilitate configuring an operator interface because the configuration information would 
help update the information displayed in the operator interface. The content of the link files 
including the parameter structure would help configure the device and further help update the 
information of the operator interface. 

19. As per claim 39, Keidel-Tokheim, Swartz-Symbol-Tech and Paul-IBM teach the claimed 
limitations rejected under claim 35. Paul-IBM also teaches the device is automatically operative 
to configure at least one database in the center device (e.g., figure 8). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teachings of Keidel-Tokheim, Swartz-Symbol-Tech and Paul-IBM in 
order to facilitate configuring a database of the central device because the configuration 
information would help update the information stored in the database of the central device. The 
content of the link files including the parameter structure would help configure the device and 
further help update the information in the database of the central device. 
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Conclusion 



20. The prior art made of record (forms PTO-892 and applicant provided IDS cited arts) and 
not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Haresh Patel whose telephone number is (571) 272-3973. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday, Tuesday, Thursday and Friday from 10:00 am to 
8:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Follansbee can be reached on (571) 272-3964. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Haresh Patel 




